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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	· By refining gravity and magnetic data with derivative techniques, this approach significantly advances subsurface structural mapping, benefiting exploration, geohazard assessment, and academic research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· It is Okay
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	· This abstract doesn’t show any balance; the introduction and methodology take a big part, instead of the results taking a big part. 

· too many keywords
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, it is correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· It is fine here, I wonder if all references are written in the same style
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	· The language quality is suitable of an academic paper 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· I attached so many comments in the manuscript document, but the way the discussion is not well done; the authors should make an effort in the debate to explain their results. 

· Also, some references are quoted in the text but not listed in the references list, like Oyedemi et al., 1999, there are others

· In the results, the authors mentioned some parts that should be part of the discussions. The author explained the results instead of juts presenting the results. The results explanation should be part of the discussion.
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